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Abstract
Transcranial alternating current stimulation (tACS) is a promising tool for modulating brain oscillations, as well as a possible
therapeutic intervention. However, the lack of conclusive evidence on whether tACS is able to effectively affect cortical
activity continues to limit its application. The present study aims to address this issue by exploiting the well-known
inhibitory alpha rhythm in the posterior parietal cortex during visual perception and attention orientation. Four groups of
healthy volunteers were tested with a Gabor patch detection and discrimination task. All participants were tested at the
baseline and selective frequencies of tACS, including Sham, 6 Hz, 10 Hz, and 25 Hz. Stimulation at 6 Hz and 10 Hz over the
occipito-parietal area impaired performance in the detection task compared to the baseline. The lack of a retinotopically
organised effect and marginal frequency-specificity modulation in the detection task force us to be cautious about the
effectiveness of tACS in modulating brain oscillations. Therefore, the present study does not provide significant evidence for
tACS reliably inducing direct modulations of brain oscillations that can influence performance in a visual task.
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Introduction
In the last decade, there has been a gathering consensus on the
functional role of brain oscillations in a variety of cognitive
functions and their importance for understanding brain processing
[1,2]. Evidence has been reported that most cognitive processes
rely on the synchronous activity of large ensembles of functionally
linked firing neurons, which occur in distinct frequency bands
according to the extension of the network architecture [3,4,5,6].
Recent years have seen the emergence of the exciting possibility of
inducing the controlled entrainment of brain rhythms through the
use of non-invasive brain stimulation techniques, such as repetitive
transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS) and transcranial alter-
nating current stimulation (tACS) [7,8,9]. In comparison to the
classical rhythmic sensory stimulation protocols (e.g., visual
flicker), the use of these methodologies offers the advantage of
directly stimulating cortical targets and bypassing primary sensory
structures and areas of the input pathways (sub-cortically and
cortically). The possibility of externally manipulating brain
oscillations allows inferences about the causal role of brain
frequencies in cognition and also holds promise for therapeutic
purposes. Indeed, abnormalities in neuronal synchronisation have
been reported in many brain disorders, such as schizophrenia,
epilepsy, autism, Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases [10,11].
The opportunity to exogenously modulate these mechanisms
could pave the way for new rehabilitative applications [9].
Strong evidence of the ability of rTMS to induce frequency
entrainment has been recently reported. Thut and colleagues [12]
showed that rTMS over the posterior parietal cortex causes a local
entrainment of the preferred frequency of the underlying
generator (i.e., alpha), as revealed by a combination of TMS–
EEG recordings. Furthermore, other rTMS studies (designed on a
priori EEG knowledge of strict relationships between particular
frequency bands and cognitive functions) have showed topograph-
ic- and frequency-specific effects of rTMS on the behavioural
performances of participants [13,14,15,16].
Even if the method remains controversial, the possibility of
directly entraining oscillations in the brain has also been suggested
for tACS [17,18,19,20,21,22]. Recently rediscovered in the survey
of cognitive neuroscience, tACS involves applying weak alternat-
ing electrical currents to the head via two electrodes, which are
usually both located on the scalp. Kanai and colleagues [17],
delivered tACS over the occipital cortex, which induced visual
experiences (i.e., phosphenes) that were ascribed to the direct
interaction between tACS and the on-going oscillations of the
primary visual cortex. In particular, beta frequency stimulation
was more effective in inducing phosphenes in an illuminated
room, whereas alpha frequency stimulation was more effective in
darkness. Researchers have argued, however, that tACS-induced
phosphenes may actually be the result of activation of the retina
[23] instead of the primary visual cortex. Indeed, electrical current
could reach the orbital area and retina via volume conduction of
the scalp irrespective of electrode configurations on the head [24].
Evidence consistent with this interpretation was already reported
in the last century, when Brindley [25] observed that the intensity
needed to elicit phosphenes increased with the distance from the
eye and that they cannot be elicited after pressure blinding. What
deserves attention, however, is not merely concern about the
retinal versus cortical origin of tACS-induced phosphenes, but the
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possibility of tACS directly stimulating the cortex (but see [26]).
The controversy is not new. Lippold and Redfearn [27] observed
that, to obtain ‘‘psychological effects at imperceptible current
strengths’’, the current flow needed to enter the orbital fissure. In
addition, Smitt and Wegener [28] and Hayes [29] recorded
intracerebral voltage measurements in human cadavers and alive
monkeys, respectively, and found evidence for a general diffusion
of current through the brain. Widespread changes in neuronal
activities of cortical and subcortical regions after electrical
stimulation have recently been reported with modern neuroimag-
ing techniques [30,31]. Therefore, if tACS is effective for cortical
stimulation, its effects appear to be generalised to all of the brain,
instead of localised to a single cortical area.
Even if controversial, investigating the ability of tACS to induce
direct cortical modulations of the natural brain oscillations
remains an important issue because transcranial electric stimula-
tion (tES) offers some advantages over TMS in terms of safety.
Additionally, tES has a better translation in the clinical setting
because the method is more feasible [32,33]. To this end, the
current study was designed to exploit the well-established relation
between posterior alpha-oscillations (8–14 Hz) and visual atten-
tion/perception [15,34,35,36,37]. A role in regulating the
incoming information at early stages of processing has been
assigned to the posterior alpha rhythm through the functional
inhibition of task-irrelevant regions [38,39,40]. Specifically,
posterior alpha power before stimulus presentation is inversely
related to the quality of perception [15,41,42,43,44] and
retinotopically organised in accordance with the focus of attention
[34,45,46].
Based on this evidence, we decided to apply tACS at the alpha
frequency (10 Hz) over the right or left occipito-parietal areas
while participants performed a visual detection and discrimination
task with targets appearing in one of the two visual fields with the
same probability. A low (6 Hz) and a high (25 Hz) tACS frequency
were used as control conditions (in addition to sham stimulation) to
rule out possible unspecific effects of current stimulation. The
hypothesis was straightforward. If tACS was able to induce a local
entrainment of the alpha rhythm, the entrainment would mimic
the natural brain rhythms of inhibition, leading to a decline of
target perception in the visual field contralateral to the alpha-
stimulated hemisphere. This rationale was the same as used by
Romei and colleagues [15] in testing the possibility of entraining
specific local frequencies with rTMS.
Materials and Methods
Participants
All participants were right handed according to the Edinburgh
handedness inventory test [47], had normal or corrected-to-
normal visual acuities and showed no risk factors for tACS
application, as assessed through safety questionnaires. Each
participant recruited for the study completed a preliminary
behavioural session. Those who demonstrated ceiling (accuracy
at ceiling of the second contrast) or floor effects (flat accuracy
function through contrasts) were excluded. As a result, 96 healthy
volunteers participated in the entire experiment. They were
randomly assigned to one of four groups of stimulation, each one
composed of 24 participants: sham (12 females; mean age = 22
years; SD = 2.3), 6 Hz (12 females; mean age = 21 years;
SD = 2.4), 10 Hz (12 females; mean age = 22 years; SD = 3.2)
and 25 Hz (12 females; mean age = 22 years; SD = 2.1). In each
group, half of the participants received tACS over the right
hemisphere and the other half over the left hemisphere. All the
participants were naı¨ve to tACS effects and did not know to which
stimulation group they were assigned. The experimental method
had the approval of the Ethics Committee of the IRCCS Centro
San Giovanni di Dio Fatebenefratelli, Brescia, Italy. Written
informed consent was obtained from each participant.
Stimuli
Target stimuli were low-contrast Gabor patches (sinusoidal
gratings of 0.94 cpd enveloped by a Gaussian) tilted 22 degrees to
the left or right with a diameter of 3.39 degrees of visual angle.
The stimuli had five different contrast levels, ranging from 0.034 to
0.052 (Michelson contrast). In a pilot experiment, we tested an
additional group of twelve participants with a similar task, using
the method of constant stimuli with seven contrast levels. In the
main experiment, the central contrast was adjusted at the
threshold level estimated in the pilot. Thus, two of the remaining
contrasts were sub-threshold, and the other two were supra-
threshold. We also implemented catch trials at 0.0 (Michelson
contrast) to estimate the false alarm rate.
Stimuli were displayed on a Hanns.G LED monitor with a
screen resolution of 192061080 pixels. The presentation was
controlled by the Psychtoolbox package from Matlab (Math-
Works, Natick, MA) [48,49]. The mean luminance of the display
was 55.9 cd/m2. Gamma correction was applied. The screen was
at a distance of 56 cm from the participants.
Procedure
The task is schematically displayed in figure 1. Participants were
instructed to maintain fixation on a central cross. After a variable
interval (450–750 ms) following a warning signal (i.e., the fixation
cross became larger for 50 ms), a target appeared for 30 ms inside
one of two placeholders (squares of 3.39 degrees) positioned at 66
degrees eccentricity of the visual angle along the horizontal
meridian relative to the central fixation cross (0.5 degrees). Two
consecutive responses were required. The first response (R1-
detection) was a yes/no stimulus detection task, in which the
participants were asked to report whether they believed stimuli
were present. The words ‘‘yes’’ and ‘‘no’’ were presented
horizontally, 4.5 degrees below the central fixation cross, and
participants were instructed to press one of the two corresponding
response buttons on the keyboard (i.e., C or N) with their right or
left index fingers. The respective positions of yes – no responses
were balanced across participants. In the second response (R2-
discrimination), participants were forced to decide between two
orientation alternatives (622 degrees). They were specifically
asked to perform the orientation discrimination task in all trials,
even when they did not believe a stimulus was previously present.
All participants pressed the right response button (N) with their
right index finger for clockwise orientation (+22 degrees) and the
left response button (C) with their left index finger for counter-
clockwise orientation (222 degrees). For every response, a fixed
time limit of 1500 ms was given. However, accuracy was
emphasised over speed. After an intertrial interval of 1500 ms,
the next trial began.
All participants performed short training sessions to familiarise
themselves with the task (16 trials) and then a baseline session,
followed by a tACS session. In the baseline session, participants
simply performed the behavioural task, while in the tACS session,
they performed the same task concurrently with tACS application.
Even if a learning effect occurred across sessions, a fixed order of
the sessions was maintained to avoid any possible tACS carry-over
effects in the blocks without stimulation. Both sessions consisted of
144 trials, including 12 targets in the left and right visual fields for
each of the 5 contrast levels and 24 catch trials. Every session was
divided into three blocks; each block had a mean duration of
tACS and Brain Oscillations
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approximately 5 minutes interleaved with short breaks. Trials at
different contrast levels within each block were presented in a
randomised order. The entire experiment lasted approximately
75 minutes including the montage of tACS electrodes and breaks.
Transcranial electrical stimulation - tACS
tACS was continuously delivered for the entire duration (5 min)
of each block of the tACS session by a battery-driven current
stimulator (neuroConn GmbH, Ilmenau, Germany) through
conductive-rubber electrodes placed in sponges. A small target
electrode (16 cm2) was placed (according to the participant group)
over the left or right occipito-parietal areas (PO7 or PO8), as
determined by the International 10–20 EEG system. The
reference electrode was positioned over the vertex CZ and was
larger than the occipito-parietal electrode (35 cm2) to reduce
current density and limit stimulation effects under its surface [50].
The electrode’s position was based on the montages in previous
studies of the visual cortex [17,51] and studies reporting tES effects
in the hemifield contralateral to the stimulation side [52,53]. A
sinusoidal electrical current waveform with no DC offset was
delivered at a particular frequency to each group (i.e., 6 Hz,
10 Hz or 25 Hz). The intensity was 1 mA (peak-to-peak) to avoid
the perception of flickering lights usually reported with higher
stimulation intensities [17,20]. In the sham stimulation group, a
10 Hz tACS was turned off 10 s after the beginning. All the
stimulation parameters (max current density = 0.063 mA/cm2;
duration = 5 minutes63 blocks; max total charge = 0.056 C/cm2)
were maintained below the safety limits [54]. At the end of the
experiment, all participants completed questionnaires [55] to
evaluate possible discomforts induced by tACS and influences on
their performances.
Data Analysis
The behavioural measure of interest was accuracy (i.e.,
proportion of correct responses) as a result of the instructions
emphasising perceptual aspects of the task. Arcsine-transformed
accuracy [56] was determined separately for the first (R1) and
second (R2) responses for each contrast level and stimulation
group. Specifically, the computation of the R2 Accuracy
(discrimination task) was independent of whether participants
had or had not observed the Gabor patch in the first instance.
To verify whether and how R1 and R2 were affected by tACS
frequency, data were first subjected to a comprehensive mixed-
design ANOVA with the between-subject factors frequency (sham,
6 Hz, 10 Hz, 25 Hz) and stimulated hemisphere (left, right) and the
within-subject factors session (baseline, tACS), target hemifield
(ipsilateral, contralateral to the stimulated hemisphere) and contrast
level (five). Because the analyses revealed no significant difference
Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the temporal structure of a trial. A Gabor patch at different contrast levels appeared for 30 ms inside one
of two lateral placeholders after a variable interval (450–750 ms) from a warning signal (the fixation cross became larger for 50 ms). Participants had
to provide two consecutive responses: first, to report whether they believed the Gabor patch was present or not (detection) and then to select its
orientation (discrimination). For every response, a fixed interval of 1500 ms was available.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0056589.g001
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based on the stimulated hemisphere (left, right), this factor was not
further considered in the analyses.
To rule out possible differences between groups at the baseline,
accuracy during the tACS session was normalised by considering
accuracy during the baseline session (i.e., tACS-baseline accuracy).
Accordingly, R1 and R2 normalised accuracy data were submitted
to a mixed-design ANOVA testing frequency (sham, 10 Hz, 25 Hz,
6 Hz) as a between-subject factor and target hemifield (ipsilateral,
contralateral to the stimulated hemisphere) and contrast level (five) as
within-subject factors.
Although no speeded response was required, we also analysed
the mean reaction times (RTs) of the correct trials of R1 for each
contrast level and each frequency. Anticipations (i.e., pressing the
response button before the appearance of the target), omissions (no
response) and RTs shorter or longer than 62 standard deviations
of the mean of each participant were excluded from the analyses.
The same mixed-design ANOVA applied to accuracy was also
performed for the RTs. In all the analyses, the Greenhouse-
Geisser epsilon correction factor was applied, when appropriate, to
compensate for possible effects of non-sphericity in the measure-
ments. For multiple comparisons, the Fisher’s least significant
difference (LSD) test was performed [57].
Results
Most of the participants did not feel any discomfort during
tACS stimulation, as revealed by their spontaneous reports and
questionnaires completed at the end of the experiment. Itch and
pinch were the most commonly reported sensations (in 25% and
38% of the participants, respectively) with light to moderate
intensity. Importantly, there were no differences between the
experienced sensations and belief about tACS’s influence on the
performances across participants belonging to the four stimulation
groups, as shown by nonparametric Kruskal-Wallis rank sum tests
(all p’s.0.2).
R1 Accuracy
In accordance with expectations, participants’ accuracies in
detecting targets showed general improvements as the contrast
level increased [contrast level F(4,368) = 586.97, p,0.001]. R1
accuracy also improved in the tACS session in comparison to the
baseline session [session F(1,92) = 4.56, p = 0.035], reflecting a
general learning effect. This effect, however, differed between
groups, as revealed by the interaction frequency6session
[F(3,92) = 2.63, p = 0.055]. As illustrated in figure 2A, participants
who received sham or 25 Hz tACS improved their performance in
the second session in comparison to the first one (p = 0.017 and
p = 0.024, respectively), but this improvement was not present in
participants stimulated at 6 Hz and 10 Hz (p’s$0.59). This result
suggests that tACS applied at both 6 Hz and 10 Hz induced a
suppression of the learning due to multiple repetitions of the same
task; therefore, there was no performance improvement.
A significant difference, although narrow, between groups also
emerged when directly comparing the normalised accuracy of the
tACS sessions [frequency F(3,92) = 2.63, p = 0.055]. Groups stimu-
lated at both 6 Hz and 10 Hz showed worse performances
compared to the sham group (p = 0.03 and p = 0.046, respectively)
and the same trend in comparison to the 25 Hz group (p = 0.06
and p = 0.09, respectively), as shown in figure 2B.
Notably, differences between groups were always unaffected by
target position because the factor frequency never interacted with
the target hemifield, nor was there a significant effect due to the main
factor target hemifield (all p’s.0.1). This result indicates that the
tACS-induced suppression was not specific to the contralateral
side, but the suppression was generalised to both visual fields. The
factor frequency never interacted with the factor contrast level (all
p’s.0.2), suggesting that tACS-induced effects were unaffected by
the contrast values.
We also performed a mixed-design ANOVA with the between-
subject factors frequency (sham, 6 Hz, 10 Hz, 25 Hz) and stimulated
hemisphere (left, right) and the within-subject factors session (baseline,
tACS) on false alarm rate to catch trials, in order to exclude
changes in criterion. No significant effects were highlighted (all
p.0.17).
R2 Accuracy
When participants were asked to discriminate the orientation of
the target (i.e., R2), their performances were not affected by the
tACS frequency (see figure 3). Indeed, the main factor frequency
never reached significance in the comparison between single
sessions or in the analysis of normalised accuracy (all p’s.0.27). As
expected, R2 accuracy also improved as the contrast level
increased [contrast level F(4,368) = 379.77, p,0.001], and the
performance of all groups showed a significant enhancement in
the tACS sessions with respect to the baseline sessions [session
F(1,92) = 14.733, p,0.001], particularly at the three highest
contrast levels [session6contrast level F(4,368) = 3.16, p = 0.02].
Figure 2. Results relative to the detection response (R1) in
terms of accuracy. (A) Accuracy (proportion of correct responses) of
every tACS frequency (Sham, 6 Hz, 10 Hz and 25 Hz) is shown during
the baseline session (in black) and tACS session (in grey). (B) Normalised
accuracy of every tACS frequency is shown as the difference between
the % of correct responses during the tACS session and % of correct
responses during the baseline session. Vertical bars correspond to the
standard error of the mean. * indicates p,0.05.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0056589.g002
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Reaction Times
Because accuracy was emphasised over speeded responses,
reaction times were expected to be uninformative, which was
confirmed by the ANOVAs not revealing any significant effect of
the factor frequency (all p’s.0.3).
Discussion
The aim of the present study was to test the ability of tACS to
induce a direct oscillatory entrainment in the stimulated target
area. Based on the inhibitory effects of the alpha rhythm
[15,38,39,40], we expected a suppression of target perception in
the visual field opposite of the alpha-stimulated hemisphere. In our
experiment, participants stimulated at 10 Hz showed worse
performances in comparison to subjects receiving no stimulation
(sham group) or high frequency stimulation (25 Hz group),
partially confirming expectations. However, these effects were
not retinotopically specific or frequency-specific, essential condi-
tions that support a local alpha entrainment. Indeed, a general
decrease of visual perception was observed over both visual fields,
independently of the stimulation site (ipsilateral vs. contralateral),
and this result was found in the groups stimulated at both 6 Hz
and 10 Hz.
The spreading of the effect across hemispheres could be
ascribed to the poor spatial resolution of tES, and methodological
accounts have to be considered. When using rectangular-pad
electrode configurations, focality is considered to be limited, and
the induced effects might also be able to modulate cortical areas
adjacent to the target site [50,58,59,60]. Even if we properly used
an electrode with reduced size for the stimulation of the occipito-
parietal areas and a larger reference electrode to improve spatial
focality, as suggested by Nitsche and colleagues [50] (but see [61]),
we could not eliminate this possibility. The use of a cephalic
reference electrode is another factor implicated in spatial focality
because the relative position of both electrodes is determinant for
the induced current profile in the brain [62]. However, we placed
the reference electrode over the vertex, as is conventional in most
previous studies on visual perception [17,51]. In addition, the
stimulation intensity adopted in this study (1 mA) could have been
too low to reach the cortical target and induce a clear focal effect.
However, we had to consider the possibility of inducing
phosphenes by increasing the stimulation intensity, as reported
by previous studies [17,20]. The occurrence of tACS effects over
both visual fields could also be ascribed to the duration of the
stimulation: in each block participants received tACS for five
consecutive minutes. During this period of time, current could
have first directly reached the target area and then spread to the
contralateral hemisphere through cortico-thalamic and/or cortico-
cortical connections. Evidence for a similar mechanism has
already been reported in the motor domain, where electrical
stimulation was able to directly alter the excitability of the
stimulated region, and indirectly, the excitability of the homolo-
gous region of the opposite hemisphere [63]. However, in this
case, we would have expected the opposite effect over the
homologous areas, enhancement performance in the visual field
ipsilateral to the stimulation site, which is consistent with the push–
pull effect previously reported regarding the posterior alpha
rhythm [15,64].
Frequency-specificity was only marginally confirmed. In the
present study, precise hypotheses were formulated according to
knowledge relative to the active inhibitory role of the posterior
alpha rhythm during on-going visual processing [38,39,40].
Theta-frequency stimulation was added to the experimental
design as an additional control condition, and the stimulation
was expected to be ineffective [15]. Instead, participants receiving
tACS in the theta frequency showed performances comparable to
those of the alpha group. Although we did not intend to investigate
memory and learning, the sequential design of the study (with
fixed order of the baseline and tACS sessions) might explain the
involvement of the theta frequency. Theta band activity, indeed,
has been closely associated with memory and learning
[22,65,66,67,68,69], as well as synaptic plasticity [70,71]. There
is also evidence linking theta oscillations to other cognitive
functions, such as attention [72,73,74] and sensorimotor integra-
tion [75,76,77]. Because theta band oscillations reflect long-range
communication between distant brain areas [5], these oscillations
have been suggested to coordinate sensory and motor brain
regions when the task requires updating a motor plan on the basis
of incoming sensory information. To this regard, the task
performed in the present study could involve changes in theta
band activity, as participants were required to have two
subsequent responses according to the features of the target
stimulus. Functional involvement of the theta-band activity is
therefore plausible considering both learning effects and the
alternating responses. Most of the previous studies, however, found
a positive correlation between theta activity and task performance:
increase in theta band power was observed during the encoding
and retrieval of successfully remembered items [65,78] and when
the memory load was systematically increased [66,79]. Thus, after
Figure 3. Results relative to the discrimination response (R2) in
terms of accuracy. (A) Accuracy (proportion of correct responses) of
every tACS frequency (Sham, 6 Hz, 10 Hz and 25 Hz) is shown during
the baseline session (in black) and tACS session (in grey). (B) Normalised
accuracy of every tACS frequency is shown as the difference between
the % of correct responses during the tACS session and % of correct
responses during the baseline session. Vertical bars correspond to the
standard error of the mean. * indicates p,0.05.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0056589.g003
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a direct entrainment of theta by tACS, an improvement of the
visual performance should be expected, instead of a worsening of
target detection as in our data. Based on all of these consider-
ations, the lack of retinotopical specificity and frequency specificity
suggest that the present results may not be ascribed to the direct
entrainment of brain oscillations induced by tACS. However,
these data cannot prove that tACS is unable to manipulate EEG
oscillations, and this uncertainty represents a study limitation.
Another point that must be discussed is that all the tACS effects
observed in the present study were related to the detection, but not
to the discrimination response. The difficulty level was different
between the two tasks: detecting the luminance change induced by
the brief appearance of the target was easier than judging its
orientation. Therefore, because performance was at chance level
at the lowest contrast levels in the sham condition, the second
response might be less sensitive to slightly worse performance
induced by tACS. However, no tACS effect on the discrimination
response emerged when we focused the analysis on the three
highest contrast levels, in which performance was greater than the
chance level. We also analysed the discrimination responses
considering only those trials in which participants had correctly
detected the Gabor patch for R1 Accuracy, but no tACS effect was
observed. One could argue that tACS, as applied here according
to the chosen montage, actually stimulated the dorsal visual
stream, where the source of alpha activity was localised [12,80].
The dorsal visual stream is the projection conveying the signal by
the magnocellular system [81], which is particularly sensitive to
stimuli at low-contrast and low-spatial frequency, like those used in
the present study [82,83,84]. Electrical stimulation of the dorsal
stream could have impaired target detection because the dorsal
stream responds well to rapid changes in luminance contrast. On
the contrary, the fine discrimination of visual features, such as the
target orientation, is also under the control of the ventral visual
stream, which was not affected by the stimulation leaving the
discrimination task unchanged. Nevertheless, extensive literature
shows that the attention bias associated with the parietal alpha
modulation affects both detection [15,41,46] and discrimination
[34,45] tasks. Accordingly, an effective alpha entrainment over
parietal regions should have induced the same effect on both
responses.
A key point worth considering in the discussion of these results is
the stimulation timing relative to the phase of the on-going
oscillatory activity. Brain oscillations are not only characterised by
power and frequency but also by their instantaneous phase. There
is compelling evidence that phase dynamics reflect cyclic
fluctuations of neural excitability and play a relevant functional
role in cognitive processes [3,85,86,87,88]. Schyns and colleagues
[89] have recently demonstrated that phase codes considerably
more information than power during an emotion categorisation
task. Moreover, an increasing number of studies show that
processing of visual information is strongly dependent on the phase
of the spontaneous EEG oscillations, such that a stimulus
appearing at the optimal phase would be optimally registered
and perceived, while at the opposite phase, the stimulus might be
entirely missed [90,91,92,93]. Thus, studies aiming to modulate
participants’ behaviours through the induction of an exogenous
entrainment of brain rhythms should also take into consideration
the temporal dynamics of phase of the underling brain oscillations
and accordingly trigger tACS application. A similar approach has
been recently followed by Neuling and colleagues [94], who
applied oscillatory transcranial direct current stimulation at 10 Hz
while subjects were performing an auditory detection task.
Importantly, they presented the stimuli in specific phase bins
relative to the electrical stimulation and found specific behavioural
consequences dependent on the phase of the entrained oscillation.
In the present study, tACS was simply applied for five consecutive
minutes without a finer synchronisation with visual stimuli, and
this application could have minimised the results. Another
important aspect to take into account is the individual peaks of
oscillations in a particular frequency-band. We have observed that
alpha frequency shows a great inter-individual variability, and the
frequency also changes across life-span [95]. In our study, we did
not individually select the stimulation frequency; this point is a
limit of the study.
On the whole, combining all aspects discussed above with a
consistent interpretation of the ability of tACS to induce a direct
entrainment of cortical oscillations is quite difficult because our
data did not show conclusive proof or disclaimer of the point.
Perhaps the most parsimonious explanation could be found by
considering the possibility that the current flow spreads through
the retina. Even if tACS did not induce a conscious perception of
visual phosphenes in the present study, its action, which is
subthreshold by definition due to the low stimulation intensity,
could still affect the functioning of retinal cells. In this regard, we
consider that contrast detection starts from the retina while
orientation discrimination is a cortical process that occurs at the
level of the primary visual cortex (i.e., V1). Indeed, research has
established that different aspects of a visual scene are processed by
separate parallel pathways, which run from the ganglion cells of
the retina to the V1, passing through the lateral geniculate nucleus
[96,97]. The magnocellular and parvocellular cell systems differ
significantly in their anatomical and physiological properties [84].
In particular, they differ with respect to contrast gain: the former
systems are much more sensitive (8–10 times) to luminance
contrast than the latter [82]. Thus, the magnocellular system is
well suited to handle detection of rapid changes of low luminance
stimuli, and this system is already in the retina. The recognition of
stimuli orientation, instead, occurs in the V1 cortex, where the
information is carried by both the magnocellular and parvocellular
systems [96]. The results of the present experiment could be
explained if tACS at low frequencies (6 Hz and 10 Hz) was able to
selectively interfere with the magnocellular but not the parvocel-
lular cells of the retina. In this case, detection would be impaired,
while discrimination could be supported at the V1 level by the
parvocellular system. Studies on the primate retinal ganglion cells
showed that cells in the magnocellular system actually have
temporal-frequency response characteristics distinct from cells in
the parvocellular system [98,99] and they peak at approximately
10 Hz [100]. Although intriguing, this theory is only a speculative
explanation that needs to be investigated in further studies.
Another concern with tES in general (not only tACS) regards
the way in which current flows through the brain. While the effects
induced by electrical stimulation directly applied to the cortical
tissue are well established [101,102,103,104,105,106,107], the
same is not true when stimulation is applied transcranially over the
scalp. During any tES modality, the current that reaches the
cortex is strongly influenced by anatomical factors because of the
different electrical conductivities of the intermediate tissues, such
as the scalp, skull, cerebrospinal fluid and brain [59,108].
Moreover, because the impedance of the skull is higher relative
to that of the scalp, most of the current is shunted across the scalp
[60]. Evidence provided by imaging and modelling studies
[30,31,59,109] as well as clinical studies [110,111,112] suggests a
widespread modulation of multiple cortical and sub-cortical
regions, independently of their anatomical connections. Consid-
ering these aspects, the range of possible interpretations for the
data of the present study becomes wider and more elaborate.
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In conclusion, the present study does not provide decisive
evidence for tACS reliably inducing direct modulations of the
natural brain oscillations in a visual detection and discrimination
task. Although previous results appear to support this possibility
[18,21,22,26], data from this study lacks the retinotopical-
specificity and frequency-specificity necessary to conclusively
argue for the capability of tACS to modulate spontaneous brain
oscillations. On the whole, we urge caution and the need for
further investigation.
Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Laura Laghetto for her assistance in data
collection.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: DB MR CM. Performed the
experiments: DB PM. Analyzed the data: DB MR. Wrote the paper: DB
MR PM CM.
References
1. Buzsa`ki G (2006) Rhythms of the Brain. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
2. Ward LM (2003) Synchronous neural oscillations and cognitive processes.
Trends Cogn Sci 7: 553–559.
3. Varela F, Lachaux JP, Rodriguez E, Martinerie J (2001) The brainweb: phase
synchronization and large-scale integration. Nat Rev Neurosci 2: 229–239.
4. Buzsaki G, Draguhn A (2004) Neuronal oscillations in cortical networks.
Science 304: 1926–1929.
5. Von Stein A, Sarnthein J (2000) Different frequencies for different scales of
cortical integration: from local gamma to long range alpha/theta synchroni-
zation. Int J Psychophysiol 38: 301–313.
6. Fries P (2005) A mechanism for cognitive dynamics: neuronal communication
through neuronal coherence. Trends Cogn Sci 9: 474–480.
7. Thut G, Miniussi C (2009) New insights into rhythmic brain activity from
TMS-EEG studies. Trends Cogn Sci.
8. Thut G, Schyns PG, Gross J (2011) Entrainment of perceptually relevant brain
oscillations by non-invasive rhythmic stimulation of the human brain. Front
Psychol 2: 170.
9. Thut G, Miniussi C, Gross J (2012) The functional importance of rhythmic
activity in the brain. Curr Biol 22: R658–663.
10. Uhlhaas PJ, Singer W (2006) Neural synchrony in brain disorders: relevance for
cognitive dysfunctions and pathophysiology. Neuron 52: 155–168.
11. Basar E, Guntekin B (2008) A review of brain oscillations in cognitive disorders
and the role of neurotransmitters. Brain Res 1235: 172–193.
12. Thut G, Veniero D, Romei V, Miniussi C, Schyns P, et al. (2011) Rhythmic
TMS causes local entrainment of natural oscillatory signatures. Curr Biol 21:
1176–1185.
13. Klimesch W, Sauseng P, Gerloff C (2003) Enhancing cognitive performance
with repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation at human individual alpha
frequency. Eur J Neurosci 17: 1129–1133.
14. Sauseng P, Klimesch W, Heise KF, Gruber WR, Holz E, et al. (2009) Brain
oscillatory substrates of visual short-term memory capacity. Curr Biol 19:
1846–1852.
15. Romei V, Gross J, Thut G (2010) On the role of prestimulus alpha rhythms
over occipito-parietal areas in visual input regulation: correlation or causation?
J Neurosci 30: 8692–8697.
16. Romei V, Driver J, Schyns PG, Thut G (2011) Rhythmic TMS over parietal
cortex links distinct brain frequencies to global versus local visual processing.
Curr Biol 21: 334–337.
17. Kanai R, Chaieb L, Antal A, Walsh V, Paulus W (2008) Frequency-dependent
electrical stimulation of the visual cortex. Curr Biol 18: 1839–1843.
18. Pogosyan A, Gaynor LD, Eusebio A, Brown P (2009) Boosting cortical activity
at Beta-band frequencies slows movement in humans. Curr Biol 19: 1637–
1641.
19. Zaehle T, Rach S, Herrmann CS (2010) Transcranial alternating current
stimulation enhances individual alpha activity in human EEG. PLoS One 5:
e13766.
20. Feurra M, Bianco G, Santarnecchi E, Del Testa M, Rossi A, et al. (2011)
Frequency-dependent tuning of the human motor system induced by
transcranial oscillatory potentials. J Neurosci 31: 12165–12170.
21. Joundi RA, Jenkinson N, Brittain JS, Aziz TZ, Brown P (2012) Driving
oscillatory activity in the human cortex enhances motor performance. Curr
Biol 22: 403–407.
22. Polania R, Nitsche MA, Korman C, Batsikadze G, Paulus W (2012) The
importance of timing in segregated theta phase-coupling for cognitive
performance. Curr Biol 22: 1314–1318.
23. Schwiedrzik CM (2009) Retina or visual cortex? The site of phosphene
induction by transcranial alternating current stimulation. Front Integr Neurosci
3: 6.
24. Schutter DJ, Hortensius R (2010) Retinal origin of phosphenes to transcranial
alternating current stimulation. Clin Neurophysiol 121: 1080–1084.
25. Brindley GS (1955) The site of electrical excitation of the human eye. J Physiol
127: 189–200.
26. Kanai R, Paulus W, Walsh V (2010) Transcranial alternating current
stimulation (tACS) modulates cortical excitability as assessed by TMS-induced
phosphene thresholds. Clin Neurophysiol 121: 1551–1554.
27. Lippold OC, Redfearn JW (1964) Mental Changes Resulting from the Passage
of Small Direct Currents through the Human Brain. Br J Psychiatry 110: 768–
772.
28. Smitt JW, Wegener CF (1944) On Electric Convulsive Therapy, with Particular
Regard to a Parietal Application of Electrodes, Controlled by Intracerebral
Voltage Measurements. Acta psychiat. et neurol. 19: 529–549.
29. Hayes KJ (1950) The current path in electric convulsion shock. Arch Neurol
Psychiatry 63: 102–109.
30. Keeser D, Padberg F, Reisinger E, Pogarell O, Kirsch V, et al. (2011)
Prefrontal direct current stimulation modulates resting EEG and event-related
potentials in healthy subjects: a standardized low resolution tomography
(sLORETA) study. Neuroimage 55: 644–657.
31. Lang N, Siebner HR, Ward NS, Lee L, Nitsche MA, et al. (2005) How does
transcranial DC stimulation of the primary motor cortex alter regional
neuronal activity in the human brain? Eur J Neurosci 22: 495–504.
32. Miniussi C, Cappa SF, Cohen LG, Floel A, Fregni F, et al. (2008) Efficacy of
repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation/transcranial direct current stimu-
lation in cognitive neurorehabilitation. Brain Stimul 1: 326–336.
33. Priori A, Hallett M, Rothwell JC (2009) Repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation or transcranial direct current stimulation? Brain Stimul 2: 241–245.
34. Worden MS, Foxe JJ, Wang N, Simpson GV (2000) Anticipatory biasing of
visuospatial attention indexed by retinotopically specific alpha-band electroen-
cephalography increases over occipital cortex. J Neurosci 20: RC63.
35. Kelly SP, Lalor EC, Reilly RB, Foxe JJ (2006) Increases in alpha oscillatory
power reflect an active retinotopic mechanism for distracter suppression during
sustained visuospatial attention. J Neurophysiol 95: 3844–3851.
36. Lorincz ML, Kekesi KA, Juhasz G, Crunelli V, Hughes SW (2009) Temporal
framing of thalamic relay-mode firing by phasic inhibition during the alpha
rhythm. Neuron 63: 683–696.
37. Gould IC, Rushworth MF, Nobre AC (2011) Indexing the graded allocation of
visuospatial attention using anticipatory alpha oscillations. J Neurophysiol 105:
1318–1326.
38. Klimesch W, Sauseng P, Hanslmayr S (2007) EEG alpha oscillations: the
inhibition-timing hypothesis. Brain Res Rev 53: 63–88.
39. Jensen O, Mazaheri A (2010) Shaping functional architecture by oscillatory
alpha activity: gating by inhibition. Front Hum Neurosci 4: 186.
40. Foxe JJ, Snyder AC (2011) The Role of Alpha-Band Brain Oscillations as a
Sensory Suppression Mechanism during Selective Attention. Front Psychol 2:
154.
41. Ergenoglu T, Demiralp T, Bayraktaroglu Z, Ergen M, Beydagi H, et al. (2004)
Alpha rhythm of the EEG modulates visual detection performance in humans.
Brain Res Cogn Brain Res 20: 376–383.
42. Hanslmayr S, Aslan A, Staudigl T, Klimesch W, Herrmann CS, et al. (2007)
Prestimulus oscillations predict visual perception performance between and
within subjects. Neuroimage 37: 1465–1473.
43. Van Dijk H, Schoffelen JM, Oostenveld R, Jensen O (2008) Prestimulus
oscillatory activity in the alpha band predicts visual discrimination ability.
J Neurosci 28: 1816–1823.
44. Yamagishi N, Callan DE, Anderson SJ, Kawato M (2008) Attentional changes
in pre-stimulus oscillatory activity within early visual cortex are predictive of
human visual performance. Brain Res 1197: 115–122.
45. Sauseng P, Klimesch W, Stadler W, Schabus M, Doppelmayr M, et al. (2005)
A shift of visual spatial attention is selectively associated with human EEG
alpha activity. Eur J Neurosci 22: 2917–2926.
46. Thut G, Nietzel A, Brandt SA, Pascual-Leone A (2006) Alpha-band
electroencephalographic activity over occipital cortex indexes visuospatial
attention bias and predicts visual target detection. J Neurosci 26: 9494–9502.
47. Oldfield RC (1971) The assessment and analysis of handedness: the Edinburgh
inventory. Neuropsychologia 9: 97–113.
48. Brainard DH (1997) The Psychophysics Toolbox. Spatial Vision 10: 433–436.
49. Pelli DG (1997) The VideoToolbox software for visual psychophysics:
transforming numbers into movies. Spatial Vision 10: 437–442.
50. Nitsche MA, Doemkes S, Karakose T, Antal A, Liebetanz D, et al. (2007)
Shaping the effects of transcranial direct current stimulation of the human
motor cortex. J Neurophysiol 97: 3109–3117.
51. Antal A, Kincses TZ, Nitsche MA, Bartfai O, Paulus W (2004) Excitability
changes induced in the human primary visual cortex by transcranial direct
current stimulation: direct electrophysiological evidence. Invest Ophthalmol
Vis Sci 45: 702–707.
52. Bolognini N, Fregni F, Casati C, Olgiati E, Vallar G (2010) Brain polarization
of parietal cortex augments training-induced improvement of visual exploratory
and attentional skills. Brain Res 1349: 76–89.
tACS and Brain Oscillations
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 7 February 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 2 | e56589
53. Bolognini N, Olgiati E, Rossetti A, Maravita A (2010) Enhancing multisensory
spatial orienting by brain polarization of the parietal cortex. Eur J Neurosci 31:
1800–1806.
54. Nitsche MA, Nitsche MS, Klein CC, Tergau F, Rothwell JC, et al. (2003) Level
of action of cathodal DC polarisation induced inhibition of the human motor
cortex. Clin Neurophysiol 114: 600–604.
55. Fertonani A, Rosini S, Cotelli M, Rossini PM, Miniussi C (2010) Naming
facilitation induced by transcranial direct current stimulation. Behav Brain Res
208: 311–318.
56. Snedecor GW, Cochran WG (1967) Statistical Methods. Ames, Iowa:.
57. Perneger TV (1998) What’s wrong with Bonferroni adjustments. British
Medical Journal 316: 1236–1238.
58. Datta A, Elwassif M, Battaglia F, Bikson M (2008) Transcranial current
stimulation focality using disc and ring electrode configurations: FEM analysis.
J Neural Eng 5: 163–174.
59. Datta A, Bansal V, Diaz J, Patel J, Reato D, et al. (2009) Gyri -precise head
model of transcranial DC stimulation: Improved spatial focality using a ring
electrode versus conventional rectangular pad. Brain Stimul 2: 201–207.
60. Nathan SS, Sinha SR, Gordon B, Lesser RP, Thakor NV (1993)
Determination of current density distributions generated by electrical
stimulation of the human cerebral cortex. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophy-
siol 86: 183–192.
61. Miranda PC, Faria P, Hallett M (2009) What does the ratio of injected current
to electrode area tell us about current density in the brain during tDCS? Clin
Neurophysiol 120: 1183–1187.
62. Moliadze V, Antal A, Paulus W (2010) Electrode-distance dependent after-
effects of transcranial direct and random noise stimulation with extracephalic
reference electrodes. Clin Neurophysiol 121: 2165–2171.
63. Vines BW, Nair DG, Schlaug G (2006) Contralateral and ipsilateral motor
effects after transcranial direct current stimulation. Neuroreport 17: 671–674.
64. Hilgetag CC, Theoret H, Pascual-Leone A (2001) Enhanced visual spatial
attention ipsilateral to rTMS-induced ‘virtual lesions’ of human parietal cortex.
Nat Neurosci 4: 953–957.
65. Klimesch W, Doppelmayr M, Russegger H, Pachinger T (1996) Theta band
power in the human scalp EEG and the encoding of new information.
Neuroreport 7: 1235–1240.
66. Gevins A, Smith ME, McEvoy L, Yu D (1997) High-resolution EEG mapping
of cortical activation related to working memory: effects of task difficulty, type
of processing, and practice. Cereb Cortex 7: 374–385.
67. Tesche CD, Karhu J (2000) Theta oscillations index human hippocampal
activation during a working memory task. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 97: 919–
924.
68. Basar E (2004) Memory and Brain Dynamics: Oscillations Integrating
Attention, Perception, Learning, and Memory. Boca Raton: CRC press.
69. Bastiaansen MC, Oostenveld R, Jensen O, Hagoort P (2008) I see what you
mean: theta power increases are involved in the retrieval of lexical semantic
information. Brain Lang 106: 15–28.
70. Rutishauser U, Ross IB, Mamelak AN, Schuman EM (2010) Human memory
strength is predicted by theta-frequency phase-locking of single neurons.
Nature 464: 903–907.
71. Buzsaki G (2002) Theta oscillations in the hippocampus. Neuron 33: 325–340.
72. Basar-Eroglu C, Basar E, Demiralp T, Schurmann M (1992) P300-response:
possible psychophysiological correlates in delta and theta frequency channels. A
review. Int J Psychophysiol 13: 161–179.
73. Green JJ, McDonald JJ (2008) Electrical Neuroimaging Reveals Timing of
Attentional Control Activity in Human Brain. PLoS Biol 6: e81.
74. Darriba A, Pazo-Alvarez P, Capilla A, Amenedo E (2011) Oscillatory brain
activity in the time frequency domain associated to change blindness and
change detection awareness. J Cogn Neurosci 24: 337–350.
75. Bland BH (1986) The physiology and pharmacology of hippocampal formation
theta rhythms. Prog Neurobiol 26: 1–54.
76. Bland BH, Oddie SD (2001) Theta band oscillation and synchrony in the
hippocampal formation and associated structures: the case for its role in
sensorimotor integration. Behav Brain Res 127: 119–136.
77. Caplan JB, Madsen JR, Schulze-Bonhage A, Aschenbrenner-Scheibe R,
Newman EL, et al. (2003) Human theta oscillations related to sensorimotor
integration and spatial learning. J Neurosci 23: 4726–4736.
78. Klimesch W, Doppelmayr M, Schimke H, Ripper B (1997) Theta
synchronization and alpha desynchronization in a memory task. Psychophys-
iology 34: 169–176.
79. Jensen O, Tesche CD (2002) Frontal theta activity in humans increases with
memory load in a working memory task. Eur J Neurosci 15: 1395–1399.
80. Hari R, Salmelin R (1997) Human cortical oscillations: a neuromagnetic view
through the skull. Trends Neurosci 20: 44–49.
81. Merigan WH, Maunsell JH (1993) How parallel are the primate visual
pathways? Annu Rev Neurosci 16: 369–402.
82. Kaplan E, Shapley RM (1986) The primate retina contains two types of
ganglion cells, with high and low contrast sensitivity. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
83: 2755–2757.
83. Shapley R, Perry VH (1986) Cat and monkey retinal ganglion cells and their
visual functional roles. Trends Neurosci 9: 229–235.
84. Kaplan E, Lee BB, Shapley RM (1990) New views of primate retinal function.
In: Osborne NN and Chader GJ. Progress in Retinal Research. New York:
Pergamon Press. 273–336.
85. Fries P, Nikolic D, Singer W (2007) The gamma cycle. Trends Neurosci 30:
309–316.
86. Sirota A, Montgomery S, Fujisawa S, Isomura Y, Zugaro M, et al. (2008)
Entrainment of neocortical neurons and gamma oscillations by the hippocam-
pal theta rhythm. Neuron 60: 683–697.
87. Lakatos P, Karmos G, Mehta AD, Ulbert I, Schroeder CE (2008) Entrainment
of neuronal oscillations as a mechanism of attentional selection. Science 320:
110–113.
88. Schroeder CE, Lakatos P (2009) Low-frequency neuronal oscillations as
instruments of sensory selection. Trends Neurosci 32: 9–18.
89. Schyns PG, Thut G, Gross J (2011) Cracking the code of oscillatory activity.
PLoS Biol 9: e1001064.
90. Montemurro MA, Rasch MJ, Murayama Y, Logothetis NK, Panzeri S (2008)
Phase-of-firing coding of natural visual stimuli in primary visual cortex. Curr
Biol 18: 375–380.
91. Busch NA, Dubois J, VanRullen R (2009) The phase of ongoing EEG
oscillations predicts visual perception. J Neurosci 29: 7869–7876.
92. Mathewson KE, Gratton G, Fabiani M, Beck DM, Ro T (2009) To see or not
to see: prestimulus alpha phase predicts visual awareness. J Neurosci 29: 2725–
2732.
93. Vanrullen R, Busch NA, Drewes J, Dubois J (2011) Ongoing EEG Phase as a
Trial-by-Trial Predictor of Perceptual and Attentional Variability. Front
Psychol 2: 60.
94. Neuling T, Rach S, Wagner S, Wolters CH, Herrmann CS (2012) Good
vibrations: Oscillatory phase shapes perception. Neuroimage.
95. Klimesch W (1999) EEG alpha and theta oscillations reflect cognitive and
memory performance: a review and analysis. Brain Res Brain Res Rev 29:
169–195.
96. Livingstone MS, Hubel DH (1988) Segregation of form, color, movement, and
depth: anatomy, physiology, and perception. Science 240: 740–749.
97. Zeki S, Shipp S (1988) The functional logic of cortical connections. Nature 335:
311–317.
98. Benardete EA, Kaplan E, Knight BW (1992) Contrast gain control in the
primate retina: P cells are not X-like, some M cells are. Vis Neurosci 8: 483–
486.
99. Lee BB, Pokorny J, Smith VC, Kremers J (1994) Responses to pulses and
sinusoids in macaque ganglion cells. Vision Res 34: 3081–3096.
100. Benardete EA, Kaplan E (1999) The dynamics of primate M retinal ganglion
cells. Vis Neurosci 16: 355–368.
101. Purpura DP, McMurtry JG (1965) Intracellular Activities and Evoked Potential
Changes During Polarization of Motor Cortex. J Neurophysiol 28: 166–185.
102. Bindman LJ, Lippold OC, Redfearn JW (1964) The Action of Brief Polarizing
Currents on the Cerebral Cortex of the Rat (1) During Current Flow and (2) in
the Production of Long-Lasting after-Effects. J Physiol 172: 369–382.
103. Gartside IB (1968) Mechanisms of sustained increases of firing rate of neurones
in the rat cerebral cortex after polarization: role of protein synthesis. Nature
220: 383–384.
104. Bikson M, Inoue M, Akiyama H, Deans JK, Fox JE, et al. (2004) Effects of
uniform extracellular DC electric fields on excitability in rat hippocampal slices
in vitro. J Physiol 557: 175–190.
105. Radman T, Su Y, An JH, Parra LC, Bikson M (2007) Spike timing amplifies
the effect of electric fields on neurons: implications for endogenous field effects.
J Neurosci 27: 3030–3036.
106. Ozen S, Sirota A, Belluscio MA, Anastassiou CA, Stark E, et al. (2010)
Transcranial electric stimulation entrains cortical neuronal populations in rats.
J Neurosci 30: 11476–11485.
107. Reato D, Rahman A, Bikson M, Parra LC (2010) Low-intensity electrical
stimulation affects network dynamics by modulating population rate and spike
timing. J Neurosci 30: 15067–15079.
108. Bikson M, Datta A, Rahman A, Scaturro J (2010) Electrode montages for tDCS
and weak transcranial electrical stimulation: role of ‘‘return’’ electrode’s
position and size. Clin Neurophysiol 121: 1976–1978.
109. Sadleir RJ, Vannorsdall TD, Schretlen DJ, Gordon B (2010) Transcranial
direct current stimulation (tDCS) in a realistic head model. Neuroimage 51:
1310–1318.
110. Fenton BW, Palmieri PA, Boggio P, Fanning J, Fregni F (2009) A preliminary
study of transcranial direct current stimulation for the treatment of refractory
chronic pelvic pain. Brain Stimul 2: 103–107.
111. Antal A, Terney D, Kuhnl S, Paulus W (2010) Anodal transcranial direct
current stimulation of the motor cortex ameliorates chronic pain and reduces
short intracortical inhibition. J Pain Symptom Manage 39: 890–903.
112. Benninger DH, Lomarev M, Lopez G, Wassermann EM, Li X, et al. (2010)
Transcranial direct current stimulation for the treatment of Parkinson’s disease.
J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 81: 1105–1111.
tACS and Brain Oscillations
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 8 February 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 2 | e56589
